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VIA TELECOPIER/ 

CONFIRMATION By MAIL 

Charles E.B. Glonn, Bsq. 

Philip Morris Management Corp. 
Law Department - Patent Section 
P.0, Box 265S3 

Richmond, Virginia 23261-6583 


pm— 1475 Cont. 
(Serial No. 07/908,640) 


Dear Charles: 

Enclosed for review by you and! the inventors is a 
second draft Response to the April 9, 1992 Examiner’s Action 
in connection with the above case. In accordance with your 
telephonic instructions earlier this week, claim 1 is now 
nmendbd, instead of cancelled, by the Response. Dependent 
claims 86-168 Still depend from claim 85. 


We look forward to yoar eonrmients. The Response la 
due July 9, 1992 (extendable) . 


Very truly yours. 



David C. Hadulascu 
Law Clerk 
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